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that no allowances at present in force are big enough to achieve
their object. Fortunately for their peace of mind, they do not
venture to guess how big an inducement is necessary. A pro-
fessional man who earns a thousand a year may be married to a
woman earning a salary as high as his own. Nothing less than
six hundred a year per child would maintain their joint standard
of personal expenditure if they undertook to raise a family of
four. Do the advocates of family endowmenf propose allowances
on this scale within the economy of private profit, and have they
any means of adjusting them to its concomitant inequalities of
income ? To ask the question is to supply the answer. The situation
with which we are faced is one for which industrial capitalism
offers no solution, because a system of family allowances which
could conceivably provide a sufficient stimulus to raise fertility
above the extinction potential would wreck it.

Few who are Socialists will quarrel with this conclusion, and if
there were nothing more to say there would be no reason for
raising the issue in this context. The reason for doing so is that
Socialists are still largely prejudiced by the Malthusian mythology
and too easily assume that population will look after itself if
capitalism is abolished. There is no rational justification for this.
Certain features of man's spcial behaviour are common to any
kind of civilized society; and we may presume that any economy
which replaces capitalism will share some of its characteristics.
For instance, we may presume that men and women will still
wear clothes if a socialist economy replaces capitalism. It is
therefore naive to welcome the admitted biological failure of
capitalism, unless we are convinced that Socialism can ensure the
irreducible minimum of fertility on which the permanence of
civilized society depends. Sooner or later Socialists will have to
face the following question. Is the pattern of sterility characteristic
of declining capitalism wholly a consequence of social agencies
inherent in capitalism as such, or is it in part or whole a con-
sequence of social agencies which could still operate under
Socialism ? If the answer to the first question is negative, a positive
population policy is a paramount concern of Socialism.